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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Joseph Shisko, Inc. (Shisko) appeals from the judgment entered in
favor of Metric Constructors, Inc. (Metric) and its surety, Aetna Casu-
alty & Surety Co., on Shisko's claims for breach of contract and vio-
lation of the Miller Act, 40 U.S.C. § 270(b). Metric was the general
contractor hired to build a new federal correctional facility in Estill,
South Carolina. Metric subcontracted with Shisko to paint the facility.
Shisko alleges, among other things, that Metric mismanaged the proj-
ect by improperly coordinating and sequencing the work of subcon-
tractors, permitting other tradesmen to damage Shisko's completed
work, and scheduling and rescheduling Shisko's work in an ineffi-
cient way (and without adequate notice). This mismanagement,
Shisko claims, required it to work an extra 152 days on the job, and
it sought damages for this alleged delay.

After a bench trial, the district court concluded that neither the sub-
contract (which had a "no damages for delay" clause) nor South Caro-
lina case law allowed Shisko any recovery for damages due to delays.
The court also found, in any event, that Shisko failed to give adequate
notice of its claims for additional compensation as required by the
subcontract. Finally, the court relied on United States f/u/b Shields,
Inc. v. Citizens and Southern National Bank, 367 F.2d 472 (4th Cir.
1966), to indicate that Shisko did not adequately apportion delay
damages between those that were and were not attributable to Met-
ric's mismanagement.

                                2



After considering the parties' briefs, the appendix, and the argu-
ments of counsel, we affirm on the findings and conclusions of the
district court. See United States f/u/b Joseph Shisko, Inc. v. Metric
Constructors, Inc. and Aetna Cas. & Sur. Co., No. CA 94-1894-19,
order (D.S.C. Dec. 10, 1997).

AFFIRMED
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